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PAUL & BEEKMAN, INC., ET AL. 


Juty 9, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 


to be printed 


Mr. Tott, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 6733] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 6733) for the relief of Paul & Beekman, Inc. et al., having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon with amendments and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The amendments are as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That in the case of the options contained in the following lease agreements: 

(a) Lease agreement dated May 31, 1947, entered into between the United 
States and Portable Products Corporation, which lease agreement was as- 
signed Paul and Beekman, Incorporated, on July 14, 1947, by and with the 
consent of the United States, 

(b) Lease agreement dated March 22, 1946, entered into between the 
United States and the Columbia-Southern Chemical Corporation (formerly 
the Southern Alkali Corporation): 

(c) Lease agreement dated November 5, 1948, entered into between the 
United States and the Republic Steel Corporation, 

(d) Lease agreement dated April 1, 1946, entered into between the United 
States and the Republic Steel Corporation, 

(e) Lease agreement dated June 26, 1946, entered into between the United 
States and the Anken Film Company, 

(f) Lease agreement dated September 5. 1947, entered into between the 
United States and the General Motors Corporation, 

all of such options are hereby confirmed and declared to be effective in accordance 
with their respective terms, and that the Administrator of General Services is 
authorized and directed to convey and transfer all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the properties covered by such options in accordance 
with the terms of such leases and options and such conveyances and transfer 
shall be effective as of the date of exercise by the lessees of their options to pur- 
purchase under the lease agreement. 


Amend title so as to read: 
A bill for the relief of Paul & Beekman, Incorporated, and others. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to clarify and confirm 
the validity and effectiveness of certain options contained in leases 
executed under the Surplus Property Act of 1944. The act authorized 
the disposal of surplus property by sale, exchange, lease, or transfer. 
When this language was drafted, it was the legislative intent that the 
disposal agency should have authority to sell and lease property in 
the same manner that property is disposed of by private concerns 
and pursuant to the practice commonly followed by private business. 

Consequently, a number of leases of surplus property included 
options permitting the lessees to renew or extend the leases or to 
purchase the leased property within a specified time. These options 
were granted in leat faith and in the belief on the part of the repre- 
sentatives of the Government and the lessees that the governing legis- 
lation gave authority to use options. 

Prior to the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949 theuse of options and status of options were periodically re- 
oe to Congress and lessees took action in reliance on them. 

‘urthermore, their use conformed to administrative practice of many 
vears’ standing established in connection with disposals under other 
aws. Over the years a number of the options to purchase were 
exercised by lessees and title was conveyed by the Government. 
For over 10 years, Congress took no exception to this known and 
reported method of disposal of surplus property. In fact, this prac- 
tice of disposal was frankly discussed on several occasions before 
Congress and at no time did Congress feel that clarifying legislation 
was required. 

Recently, when only a few of the options remained outstanding, the 
Attorney General expressed doubt as to whether the act authorized 
the use of options to purchase in leases executed thereunder. Several 
lessees have now given notice of the exercise of outstanding options, 
but because of the doubt expressed by the Attorney General, the 
Administrator of General Services has not yet made conveyance of 
the property covered by these options. ‘This bill would eliminate the 
doubt and reaffirm the continuing validity of the options and the 
authority of the Administrator of General Services to honor them. 

The report from General Services Administration to the chairman, 
dated June 15, 1959, gives in detail the history of this proposed legisla- 
tion and strongly recommends an early enactment of the bill; and also 
recommending the enactment is the Department of Justice and 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget. However, the General 
Services Administration recommends an amendment to the bill to 
include three other lessees with outstanding options to purchase leased 
premises. 

On May 31, 1947, the United States, acting by and through the War 
Assets Administration, leased to the Portable Products Corp., of 
Philadelphia, Pa., certain Government-owned property situated in 
Philadelphia for the period June 1, 1947, and ending May 31, 1957, at 
an annual rental of $40,000, payable quarter annually in advance in 
installments of $10,000 each. Paragraph 2 of this lease grants the 
lessee an option to purchase the leased premises at any time during 
the first 9% years of the term of the lease for a total consideration of 
$450,000, and provides that in the event this option to purchase 13 
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exercised by the lessee, there should be credited against said purchase 
price of $450,000, 50 percent of the total rental payments made by 
the lessee under clause 1 of the lease. The lease further provides 
cues conditions under which the balance of the purchase price is to 
e paid. 

his lease was assigned by Portable Products Corp. to Paul & 
Beekman, Inc., on July 14, 1947, and the assignment was consented 
to by the War Assets Administration; to Conestoga Manufacturing 
Co., an affiliate of the original lessee, on August. 19, 1948. On 
November 19, 1956, the Conestoga Manufacturing Co. notified the 
GSA, as successor to the War Assets Administration, that it exercised 
its option to purchase the property in accordance with the provisions 
of paragraph 2 of the lease. fn view of the fact that the validity of 
options in leases entered into by the War Assets Administration and 
GSA had been questioned, Conestoga was notified that the closing 
would be deferred pending receipt of an opinion of the Attorney 
General with respect to the validity of the option in its lease. 

On January 17, 1957, GSA entered into a letter agreement with 
Conestega providing that in the event of an adverse opinion of the 
Attorney General and notwithstanding the expiration of the lease on 
May 31, 1957, Conestoga would not be required to vacate the premises 
prior to the expiration of 140 days after service upon it of written 
demand of possession. The letter agreement further provided that 
for any period Conestoga might occupy the premises after May 31, 
1957, 1t would pay $10,000 each quarter to the Government for the 
use and occupancy of the premises. 

Paul & Beekman, Inc., having performed its agreement with the 
Government is now prepared to exercise its option to purchase, and 
the Attorney General states in his report that the instant legislation 
would confirm and declare the options of the claimant corporations as 
being effective in accordance with their terms. 

In the view of the committee, this contract was entered into in good 
faith by the company and it is incumbent upon the Government of 
the Umted States to live up to its commitments, particularly when 
there is reasonable doubt as to the validity of some subsequent ruling 
by the Department of Justice. : 

On June 27, 1958, Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp. tendered to 
the General Services Administrator a certified check in the amount of 
$3,209,840.04, representing payment of the option price for the leased 
premises and payment for the fuel oil. Upon refusal of the tender, 
Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp. notified General Services Admin- 
istration that it had placed the check in escrow with the Mellon 
National Bank & Trust Co., under an agreement whereby the entire 
sum is payable to the Government upon a statement of General 
Services Administration’s readiness to transfer title to the property 
to Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp. This sum is now being held 
in escrow without any interest being paid, and the Government is 
losing interest on this large sum each day it is being held. 

In view of the fact that the General Services Administrator in his 
report gives in detail the history of this proposed legislation, your 
committee feels that it is not necessary to go into the history here, 
which would be a duplication of the intent of the bill. The bill has 
been amended to conform with the recommendation of the General 
Services Administration in that this amendment would clear the entire 
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lease agreements between the Government and these five companies 
without further legislation. 

Therefore, your committee concurs in the recommendation of the 
General Services Administration, the Department of Justice, and the 
Bureau of the Budget, and recommend favorable consideration of the 
bill as amended. The reports from the departments are as follows: 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, D.C., June 15, 1959. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Cuairman: Your letter of April 30, 1959, requested the 
views of the General Services Administration on H.R. 6733 and 
H.R. 6765, 86th Congress, identical bills for the relief of Paul & 
Beekman, Inc., and the Columbia-Soutbern Chemical Corp. 

The purpose of the bills is to confirm and declare to be effective two 
options to purchase real property which were included in lease agree- 
ments executed by the United States with Paul & Beekman and with 
Columbia-Southern, respectively, and to authorize and direct the 
Administrator of General Services to convey the properties in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the leases and options. There is hereinafter 
presented a history of the two transactions and litigation which 
evolved therefrom. 

On May 31, 1947, the United States of America, acting by and 
through the War Assets Administration, leased to the Portable 
Products Corp., Philadelphia, Pa., certain Government-owned prop- 
erty situated at the northwest corner of 18th and Courtland Streets 
in the city of Philadelphia for the period June 1, 1947, and ending 
May 31, 1957, at an annual rental of $40,000, payable quarter annually 
in advance in installments of $10,000 each. Paragraph 2 of this lease 
grants the lessee an option to purchase the leased premises at any 
time during the first 9% years of the term of the lease for a total 
consideration of $450,000, and provides that in the event this option 
to purchase is exercised by the lessee, there should be credited against 
said purchase price of $450,000 50 percent of the total rental payments 
made by the lessee under clause 1 of the lease. The lease further 
provides certain conditions under which the balance of the purchase 
price is to be paid. 

This lease was assigned by Portable Products Corp. to Paul & 
Beekman, Inc., on July 14, 1947, and the assignment was consented 
to by the War Assets Administration. The lease was then assigned, 
with the consent of the War Assets Administration, to Conestoga 
Manufacturing Co., an affiliate of the original lessee, on August 19, 
1948. 

By letter dated November 19, 1956, the Conestoga Manufacturing 
Co. notified the GSA, as successor to the War Assets Administration, 
that it exercised its option to purchase the property in accordance 
with the provisions of paragraph 2 of the lease. In view of the fact 
that the validity of options in leases entered into by the War Assets 
Administration and GSA had been questioned, this Administration 
notified Conestoga that the closing would be deferred pending receipt 
of an opinion of the Attorney General with respect to the validity of 
the option in its lease. 
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On January 17, 1957, this Administration entered into a letter 
agreement with Conestoga providing that in the event of an adverse 
corner of the Attorney General and notwithstanding the expiration 
of the lease on May 31, 1957, Conestoga would not be required to 
vacate the premises prior to the expiration of 140 days after service 
upon it of written demand of possession. The letter agreement 
further provided that for any period Conestoga might occupy the 
premises after May 31, 1957, it would pay $10,000 each quarter to 
the Government for the use and occupancy of the premises. 

In March 1957 the Attorney General informally expressed the view 
that the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
did not confer authority to include options in leases executed there- 
under. The language of the opinion was so broad as to include 
options in leases granted under the Surplus Property Act of 1944 
(58 Stat. 765), as amended, within the scope of the opinion. 

The company asserts that the legal inability of the Government to 
recognize the option to purchase had certain financial repercussions. 
We understand that the Central-Penn Bank of Philadelphia, Pa., 
insisted on repayment of approximately $165,000 due it on a loan 
made by the bank to the Conestoga Manufacturing Co.; and that 
in order to satisfy this obligation the Conestoga Manufacturing Co. 
applied for a loan to the Small Business Administration, and in order 
to obtain the loan was required as of May 27, 1958, to merge with its 
Affiliate, Paul & Beekman, Inc., the latter becoming the successor 
corporation. We understand further that the Small Business Ad- 
ministration, before approving the loan, required Paul & Beekman, 
Ine., to mortgage its machinery and equipment, its equity in the 
Government-owned property resulting from the exercise of the 
option, and to pledge its accounts receivable to the Small Business 
Administration, and that with the proceeds of the loan from the 
Small Business Administration the corporation has since paid its 
indebtedness to the Central-Penn Bank of Philadelphia and has 
satisfied certain tax obligations with the Bureau of Internal Revenue. 

By letter dated September 2, 1958, Paul & Beekman, Inc., advised 
GSA that it had instituted suit against the Government in the US. 
District Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania seeking a 
declaratory judgment that the contract granting the option to 
purchase was valid and effective. This letter indicated that it was 
the company’s intention to make no further payments to GSA during 
the pendency of the action or any other litigation involving the 
matter at issue. As of June 1, 1959, the amount due the Government 
on payments under the aforementioned letter agreement of January 
17, 1957, is $75,000. 

Under date of March 22, 1946, Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion, acting by and through the War Assets Administration, leased to 
Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp. (formerly Southern Alkali Corp.) 
the surplus industrial plant at Lake Charles, La., known as Plancor 
264. The lease provided that the lessee would bave the right and 
option to purchase the leased premises at the higher of (1) the agreed 
value of the leased premises ($13.3 million), plus interest at 4 percent 
per annum, less rentals paid, plus interest thereon at 4 percent per 
annum, or (2) the agreed value of the leased premises less depreciation 
at the rate of 6 percent per annum, with a minimum residual value 
fixed at 20 percent of said value. A War Assets Administration letter 
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of May 31, 1949, amended the lease to cover additional property in 
Plancor 264, also known as unit No. 1. 

Under date of April 29, 1958, Columbia-Southern notified the 
Government of the exercise of its option, pursuant to the provisions 
of the lease, as amended, to purchase all of the leased premises as of 
June 30, 1958, the expiration of the then current lease year. Colum- 
bia-Southern attached its calculation of the option price pursuant to 
the formulas provided in the lease, amounting to $3,149,135.19 for 
that portion of Plancor 264 leased under the original lease plus 
$53,836.24 for unit No. 1, or a total option price as of June 30, 1950, 
of $3,202,971.43. In addition to the aforesaid sums, there was added 
to the purchase price $6,868.61 for fuel oil which belonged to the 
Government and which Columbia-Southern was given a right to pur- 
chase from the Government pursuant to a letter dated February 17, 
1951, from the Administrator of General Services. 

On June 17, 1958, representatives of Columbia-Southern were 
notified by representatives of GSA of the aforementioned informal 
opinion of the Attorney General of March 1957 and were advised that 
before GSA honored the option to purchase, the Administrator would 
like to seek advice of the Attorney General. 

On June 27, 1958, Columbia-Southern tendered to GSA a certified 
check in the amount of $3,209,840.04, representing payment of the 
option price for the leased premises and payment for the fuel oil. 
Upon refusal of the tender, Golumbia-Southern notified GSA that it 
had placed the check in escrow with the Mellon National Bank & Trust 
Co., under an agreement whereby the entire sum is payable to the 
Government upon a statement of GSA’s readiness to transfer title 
to the property to Columbia-Southern. No rent has been paid 
since that time, although it has been due since 30 days after the 
first quarter-annual period ending September 30, 1958. Columbia- 
Southern has been allowed to remain in possession of the premises. 

In March 1959 both cases were referred to the Department of 
Justice for appropriate action. 

Subsequent to the informal opinion of the Attorney General in 
March 1957, the Administrator of General Services, in identical 
letters dated May 24, 1957, to the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, proposed legislation by the 85th 
Congress to amend section 203(c) of the Federal Property and Ad- 
ministrative Services Act of 1949, as amended, to permit the exercise 
of options contained in certain leases of Government property. In 
justifying this legislation, reference was made to pending leases 
containing options to purchase, such as with Paul & Beekman and 
Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp., and the following statement was 
made with respect thereto: 

“Since these options were granted in good faith and in the belief 
on the part of the representatives of the Government and the lessees 
that the governing legislation gave authority to use options and their 
use conformed to administrative practice of many years’ standing 
established in connection with disposals under earlier laws, it is felt 
that the General Services Administration is under obligation to recom- 
mend legislation to the Congress to clarify the statute so as to remove 
any doubt as to whether it includes authority for the use of options.” 
_ ‘This proposed legislation (S. 2231, 85th Cong.) passed the Senate on 
March 3, 1958, and was referred to the Committee on Government 
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Operations of the House of Representatives on March 4, 1958 (H.R: 
8245) but was not reported out by the House committee. 

Also during the 85th Congress there were introduced identical joint 
resolutions, House Joint Resolution 649 and Senate Joint Resolution 
188, “providing for the conveyance of certain real property of the 
United States situated in Philadelphia, Pa., to Paul & Beekman, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa.’”’ Upon request by the Committee on Govern- 
ment Operations of the House of Representatives for the views of 
GSA, we strongly urged enactment of House Joint Resolution 649 
with a minor clarifying amendment. Although this measure repre- 
sented a piecemeal approach to the validation of the options, it was 
understood at the time that H.R. 8245 would not be reported out of 
the committee. Senate Joint Resolution 188 was passed by the Sen- 
ate on August 11, 1958, and was referred to the Committee on Govern- 
ment Operations of the House of Representatives. Neither Senate 
Joint Resolution 188 nor House Joint Resolution 649 was reported 
out by that committee. 

Since H.R. 6733 and H.R. 6765 would resolve any doubt without 
extended litigation, as to the validity of the options referred to therein, 
GSA strongly urges favorable consideration of the bills. However, if 
your committee approves the relief of Paul & Beekman, Inc., and the 
Columbia-Southern Chemical Corp., as contemplated by H.R. 6733 
and H.R. 6765, it is recommended that consideration also be given to 
extending the same relief to three other lessees with outstanding 
options to purchase leased premises. This recommendation could be 
accomplished by amending the bills from line 3 through line 11, page 1, 
to read as follows: 


“That in the case of the options contained in the following lease 
agreements: 

“(a) Lease agreement dated May 31, 1947, entered into be- 
tween the United States and Portable Products Corporation, 
which lease agreement was assigned Paul and Beekman, Incorpo- 
rated on July 14, 1947, by and with the consent of the United 
States, 

“(b) Lease agreement dated March 22, 1946, entered into be- 
tween the United States and the Columbia-Southern Chemical 
Corporation (formerly the Southern Alkali Corporation), 

“(c) Lease agreement dated November 5, 1948, entered into 
between the United States and the Republic Steel Corporation, 

““(d) Lease agreement dated April 1, 1946, entered into be- 
tween the United States and the Republic Steel Corporation, 

““(e) Lease agreement dated June 26, 1946, entered into be- 
tween the United States and the Anken Film Company, 

““(f) Lease agreement dated September 5, 1947, entered into 
between the United States and the General Motors Corporation, 

all of such options are hereby’’. 

GSA also recommends that the following clause be inserted before 
the period on line 6, page 2, of the bills, ‘‘and such conveyance and 
transfer shall be effective as of the date of exercise by the lessees of 
their options to purchase under the lease agreement.” The purpose 
of this amendment is to enable the Government to give appropriate 
credits of those payments made by the lessees after the date of exer- 
cise of the option to purchase and to enable the Government to 
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charge the interest on the unpaid balances of the purchase prices as 
provided in the leases. 

The enactment of these measures would have no financial effect 
upon the budgetary requirements of GSA. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised there is no objection to the 
submission of this report to your committee. 
Sincerely yours, 

FRANKLIN Froere, Administrator. 


U.S. DepaRTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Orrice or TH£ Deputy ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Washington, D.C., June 26, 1959. 
Hon. EMAnuesi CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CuHarrMan: This is in response to your request for the 
views of the Department of Justice on the identical bills (H.R. 6733 
and H.R. 6765) for the relief of Paul & Beekman, Inc., and the Co- 
lumbia-Southern Chemical Corp. 

This legislation would authorize and direct the Administrator of 
General Services to convey and transfer all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to proper ties occupied by the claimants 
under certain leases containing options to purchase. Such transfers 
would be made in accordance with the terms of such leases and op- 
tions. The leases were entered into by the United States pursuant to 
authority contained in the Federal Property and Administrative Serv- 
ices Act of 1949, as amended, and its predecessor statute, the Surplus 
Property Act of 1944. 

In an unpublished legal opinion, dated March 4, 1957, the Attorney 
General pointed out that the statute in question did not expressly 
confer upon the Administrator of General Services authority for the 
use of options to purchase in leases executed under the Federal Prop- 
erty and Administrative Services Act. He also concluded that there 
was no persuasive basis for assuming that such authority existed by 
implication or as incidental to other powers expressly conferred. 

The instant legislation would confirm and declare the options of 
the claimant corporations as being effective in accordance with their 
terms. 

The Department of Justice has no objection to the enactment of this 
legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
Leon SILVERMAN, 
Assistant Deputy Attorney General. 


O 














































86TH CoNnGRESS t HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES | are 
No. 647 


Ist Session 


AUTHORIZING CERTAIN GENERALS OF THE ARMY TO 
ACCEPT AND WEAR DECORATIONS, ORDERS, MEDALS, 
PRESENTS, AND OTHER THINGS TENDERED THEM 
BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS 


Jury 9, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House and ordered 
to be printed 


Mr. Moraean, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs submitted 
the following 


REPORT 
[To accompany H.R, 6587] 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 6587) to authorize certain generals of the Army to accept and 
wear decorations, orders, medals, presents, and other things tendered 
them by foreign governments, having considered the same, report 
favorably and unanimously thereon without amendment and recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

On April 20, 1959, the Office of the Secretary of Defense sent 
the following letter to the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


Tue Sreeretary or Derenss, 
Washington, April 20, 1959. 
Hon. Sam Raysurn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Speaker: There is forwarded herewith a draft of legisla- 
tion to authorize certain generals of the Army to accept and wear 
decorations, orders, medals, presents, and other things tendered them 
by foreign governments. 

This proposal is a part of the Department of Defense legislative 
program for 1959, and the Bureau of the Budget has advised that there 
is no objection to its transmittal to the Congress for consideration. 
The Department of the Army has been designated as the representa- 
tive of the Department of Defense for this . islation. It is recom- 
mended that this proposal be enacted by the Congress. 
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PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION 


The purpose of this proposed legislation is to provide necessary 
authority for Generals of the Army nies Catlett Marshall, Douglas 
MacArthur, and Omar Nelson Bradley to accept and wear the awards 
tendered them by foreign governments and held in escrow by the 
Department of State pursuant to the act of January 31, 1881 (21 
Stat. 604; 5 U.S.C. 115). The Secretary of State is required to fur- 
nish each odd numbered Congress ‘‘a list of those retired officers or 
ene of the United States for whom the Department of State 
under the provisions of 115 of this title [6 U.S.C. 115], is holding 
decorations, orders, medals, or presents tendered them by foreign 
governments” (act of June 27, 1934; 48 Stat. 1267; 5 U.S.C. 115a). 
[Italic supplied.] 

It is not mandatory that an officer who attains the grade of general 
of the Army retire from the service because of age. A general of the 
Army who elects not to retire continues to be carried on the active list 
and remains available to the Government for consultation. Each gen- 
eral named above chose not to retire. Thus their status, not dissimilar 
in many respects to that of retired officers, is such that their names will 
not be included in the list of retired officers forwarded periodically by 
the Secretary of State to the Congress. It would appear therefore 
that remedial legislation is required if Generals of the Army Marshall, 
MacArthur, and Bradley are to receive during their lifetime, the 
awards tendered them by foreign governments and which are cur- 
rently held in escrow by the Department of State. (‘The awards held 
in escrow are listed in the enclosure.) The attached legislative pro- 
posal is designed to accomplish that equitable and desirable result. 


cOsT AND BUDGET DATA 


The enactment of the proposal would cause no increase in budgetary 
requirements for the Department of the Army. 
Sincerely yours, 
Dona.tp A. QUARLES, 
Deputy. 


Name Donor government Award 


George Catlett Marshall Centennial Medal. 
Belt and dagger; silver filigree cigarette box; and 2 
filigree bon bon dishes. 
Douglas MacArthur Grand Cross of the National Order of Merit Carlos 
Manuel de Cespedes. 
Omar Nelson Bradley Order of General San Martin, degree of Gran Oficial. 
Brazil Order of Mili Merit, degree of Grand Officer. 
Grand Cross of the Military Order of Italy. 
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Since the end of World War II various triendly governments have 
given to U.S. officials decorations and presents as tokens oi esteem 
and friendship. 

By Executive order, issued by the President on April 13, 1954, it 
was directed that no request should be submitted for the consent 
of Congress for anyone, other than retired personnel, to accept gifts, 
decorations, awards, or any other thing tendered them by foreign 
governments. 

As generals of the Army these three officers are senior in rank to 
all other officers in the military service. By law, they hold a perma- 
nent active duty status and are thus continuously available to the 
Government for consultation. In this sense their status is not dis- 
similar in many respects to that of retired officers. 

Enactment of this legislation will permit Generals of the Army 
Marshall, MacArthur, and Bradley to receive, during their lifetimes, 
these awards tendered them. 





